10 November 1971 


Dear Harold.: 

Your mailing of Nov. 6 came in today, or rather yesterday, 
and there's time fior a note to say we thought your letter to EMK's 
administrative assistant was very good, beinding over backward to be 
fair and considerate/ You have done what you can, certainly. Now 
it's up to him. No one can say you didn't lay it right on the line. 

Regarding the Kennedys and their attitude all along, my 
impression is that most of their critics (this doesn't necessarily 
include you, for we have no clear indication how you feel on this) 
never have given adequate weight to the factor of terror in their 
situation. The general assumption is that they are all lousy rich 
and don't need to worry about such things. This is fallacious, in 
our opinion. The rich habitually worry about kidnaping for ransom 
if nothing else, and to assume the Kennedys were in any way immune 
to the influence of terror is unjustified. In fact, an objective 
review of their behaviour suggests fear as the controlling element 
in all they have done and in much that they haven't done sinde the 
JFK assassination. EMK does, it is true, continue to speak out on 
liberal causes, but he never mentions the assassinations if he can 
avoid it, and when he does treats them as obliquely as possible. 

One reason we feel this, is a scrap of information we 
picked up some years ago from a very good friend, who gave it to us 
in strict confidence, and for this reason we shall say no more about 
it than we do here. This was to the effect that a teenaged ehhxh 
cousin of the Kennedys remarked (I place the time at weld after 
EMK's first plane accident and well before Bobby got it) that "we 
all know Uncle Jack was not killed by just one man. 11 Coming from 
a very young teenager, this impresses me as more nearly represenatative 
of the family state of mind than all the bland disclaimers of 
suspicion and ssxsh interest. If it reflects the central convictions 
of the family it means they felt their only protection was never to 
challenge the official sbbry openly, never to display any sign of 
further concern. You will recall that Bobby never made the slightest 
comment on JFK's assassination until late in June, 1964, and then he 
was in Krakow, Poland, and answered a student's question by saying 
he believed Oswald shot JFK because he was a misfit in American 
society, not because he was a Communist. 

Perhaps we accord this fear factor too much weight, and 
it is certainly true as you point out that politics and bureaucratic 
restraints affected much that Bobby did and didn't do and say. Never- 
theless we feel the knowledge that all the men in the family were 
marked if they got out of line must not only have affected them but 
perhaps even more profoundly the women in the family. 

We note your notation on Foreman and will be alert for 
anything that turns up. Vie would have been anyway, knowing your 
interest, but we'll keep an extra eye peeled. 



I 


I cut out two paragraphs 
because on re-reading 10 Nov* they 
didn't make much sense. No loss. 

What I was trying- to say was, 
do your own thing yourself, you can 
be proud of it. It's harder to do 
without help, but you eliminate the 
possibility that someone helping you 
won't, with the best motives, do the 
wrong thing, and you'd certainly 
save the time watching out for this. 


I'm having trouble putting on paper what’s in my head (it’s much clearer 
there), but I’m getting sleepy and dopey. 

Same letter ; remainaers, karboro. How did Marboro sell every copy without 
listing? Were they all taken off their hands by one interested party? 

Undated note, with mailing postmarked Oct 28? - illegible postmark. 

Noguchi, You say one of your young friends (the one doing a study of the press) says 
Noguchi is ex-coroner now. What our files show is that he was reinstated 31 Jul 69, 
but nothing to show he was fired later. If you can remember sometime when you’re 
talking to this friend, would you ask him about this? If we missed it we’d like to 
have for the file the reason given for the dismissal, the date, some reference, 
possibly copy of clipping. 

This reminds me: I made a note to check something you referred to in copy 

of postscript to a letter with no indication to whom it was addressed; came in 
mailing postmarked 24 Oct. Anyway , it concerned the Blehr/Wolfer tiling and you were 
asking for a copy of DistAtty Busch’s full statement. Didn’t think we had it: 
checked; don’t have it, only a few quotes from Busch at press conference 18 Oct, which 
you probably already have. 


10 Nov 71 

Didn’t mail today. Had expected to have time before getting Jimmy off to 
work to make copies to be included. Didn’t make it. 


Later 

Your note, undated, rec’d in mailing with illegible postmark (28? Oct), about 
Post story on NYC police graft. You asked to have clipping returned and it was, 
without Jimmy asking whether I’d read it. Had not, so I don’t know the particular 
angle you’re interested in. NYTimes carried pages and pages and pages on it but this 
was a subject I thought I wouldn't bother witji, and didn’t even skim. HowEVER , most 
of those papers haven’t yet gone to the recycler, and will hold them until we hear if 
you want those papers clipped. So let us know • No big problem since most of the 
stuff is on full pages, but here and there l may have clipped some tiling on the back. 

Saw tiny Jenifer for a few moments today. A beautiful child, with delicate 
features and a sweet, secret smile. I smiled a secret smile at her, knowing who has 
a personal blanket in the works. She’s found she can stand if she has something to 
hold on to, but finds it very aggravating when she can’t remember the procedure for 
sitting down again. 


